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REMARKS 

Applicant has carefully reviewed and considered the Office Action mailed on JuK' 30. 
2003, and the references cited therewith. 

Applicant's Representative, Barbara J. Clark, conducted a Telephonic hiterv iew w ith the 
Examiner on September 24, 2003 to discuss the outstanding 35 USC 1 12 rejection. The 
Examiner agreed that support for the phrase '\vet bleaching process*' can be found in the 
specification and therefore the 35 USC 1 12 rejection should be withdrawn. The Examiner 
indicated that the claims appear to be in condition for allowance, although an additional search 
will be conducted. Ms. Clark thanks the Examiner for the courtesies extended during the 
interview. 

No claims are amended, canceled or added. As a result claims 21-25, 27, 31-58 and 60-63 
remain pending in this application. 

§112 Rejection of the Claims 

Claims 21-25, 27, 31-58 and 60-63 were rejected under 35 USC § 1 12, first paragraph, as 
containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was 
filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The Examiner stated that support for the phrase "w^et bleaching process" could not be 
found in the specification at page 16 as indicated by the Applicant in the Amendment and 
Response mailed on May 12, 2003. 

Support for all the pending claims can be found throughout the specification. Applicant 
respectfully submits that the Amendment and Response mailed on May 12, 2003, stated that 
support for treating brain in a wet bleaching process could also be found on page 2, line 1 3, and 
that support for a bleached bran product having a water absorption value higher than native bran 
could also be found on page 16, lines 17-27. 

As noted in the above remarks, the Examiner now agrees that the phrase "wet bleaching 
process" is supported by the specification. 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of this rejection is respectfulK' requested. 
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Allow able Subject Matter 

The Examiner states that claims 21-25, 27, 31-58 and 60-63 are allowable over the prior 

art. 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicant respectfully submits that the claims are in condition for allowance and 
notification to that effect is earnestly requested. The Examiner is invited to telephone 
Applicant's attorney (515) 233-3865 to facilitate prosecution of this application. 

If necessary, please charge any additional fees or credit overpayment to Deposit Account 
No. 19-0743. 
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Aloxandi-ia. VA 22313-1450, on this . jC? day of September. 2003 
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